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RESOLUTION 30 9 7 L/

A RESOLUTION outlining design alternatives and mitigation measures for the State Route 520
Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle Project necessary to be addressed in
order to identify a preferred alternative.

WHEREAS, State Route 520 (SR 520) is a vital east-west transit corridor of regional
significance bearing commerce and commuters and connecting such traffic with Interstate
405 (I-405), Interstate 5 (I-5), and other transportation facilities, thereby impacting local,
regional, and state economies; and

WHEREAS, SR 520 was built in 1963 and, today, significant portions of the bridge are aging,
seismically vulnerable, subject to catastrophic storm events, and require replacement; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) has initiated the SR
520 Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Project (SR 520 Project or
Project) to replace and reconstruct the bridges, their approaches, and other parts of the
corridor; and

WHEREAS, the goal of the SR 520 Project is to improve cross-Lake Washington travel within
the SR 520 corridor between Seattle and the Eastside in a manner that is safe, reliable,
and cost-effective; and

WHEREAS, SR 520 significantly impacts Seattle neighborhoods by adding noise, traffic, and air
pollution to the Montlake, Roanoke Park/Portage Bay, North Capitol Hill, Madison Park,
Eastlake, University District, Laurelhurst, and Ravenna/Bryant neighborhoods as well as
to the Washington Park Arboretum, and the SR 520 Project can reduce those impacts if it
is designed appropriately; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Project should minimize impacts and effects on the surrounding -
environment and, where possible, improve existing conditions; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Project should develop a carbon footprint analysis for project
alternatives and take steps to reduce carbon emissions in the corridor, consistent with the
City of Seattle’s commitment to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and address the threat
of global climate change; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 corridor contains valuable historic resources in Seattle that are listed in
or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and include the Roanoke

Form last revised on 7/17/06 1
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Park neighborhood, Mason House, Seward School, Montlake neighborhood, Montlake
Cut, Montlake Bridge, Washington Park Arboretum, Lake Washington Boulevard, and
the University of Washington Canoe House; and

WHEREAS, the vitality, health, and identity of Portage Bay, Union Bay, and the Arboretum are
of central significance to the neighborhoods near the water and to the City of Seattle as a
whole; and

WHEREAS, SR 520's connectivity with I-5, the University of Washington, Eastside
communities, employment centers and other transportation facilities is important to both
Seattle, Eastside and other regional residents and businesses; and

WHEREAS, congestion near the intersection of I-5 and SR 520 creates a severe impediment to
local and regional mobility; and

WHEREAS, the Council outlined its guiding principles for choosing a preferred alternative in
Resolution 30777; and

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle convened an SR 520 Stakeholders Advisory Committee to
evaluate the impacts of the SR 520 Project on local neighborhoods and make
recommendations for improving the Project; and

WHEREAS, this resolution outlines a range of priorities and recommendations regarding
mitigation and design and does not endorse a specific plan or alternative; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature in ESSB 6099, has determined that the
replacement for SR 520 will provide six total lanes, with four general purpose lanes and
two lanes that are for transit and high-occupancy vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle welcomes the opportunity to arrive at an optimum replacement
strategy for SR 520 through state-sponsored mediation with key stakeholders as approved
by the 2007 State Legislature and the Governor; and

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle desires to communicate to WSDOT, the SR 520 Executive
Committee, Sound Transit, and the Federal Highway Administration its recommended
preferred project design elements, mitigation strategies, and outcomes, and its goals for
improving safety and reliability, increasing mobility for people and goods, and enhancing
the livability, health and environment of Seattle’s neighborhoods; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE, THE
MAYOR CONCURRING, THAT:

Form last revised on 7/17/06 2
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Section 1. The preferred alternative for the SR 520 Project should include and address
the design elements and mitigation measures incorporated in this resolution. Transit operations
and transit connectivity should have priority in the design, construction and operation of the SR
520 Project, and all feasible éteps should be taken to ensure that priority.

Section 2. The City also recommends the following project design elements, 11litigati011
strategies, and results to WSDOT.

A. Design for Transit Connectivity and Reliability.

1) Design, construct, and operate the SR 520 Project to provide that bus
service on SR 520 directly connects to and a bus stop is located in close

proximity to the planned Light Rail Station at Husky Stadium.

2) Give priority to design elements that enhance transit. This includes
designing the corridor with Bus Rapid Transit elements such as safe,
attractive, aesthetically pleasing bus stops and shelters with real-time bus

information for riders.

3) Work with King County Metro to increase transit availability and to

develop routes that maximize cross-lake connectivity.

4) Coordinate the design of the SR 520 Project with the Sound Transit light
rail station at Husky Stadium to be consistent with the Sound Transit long

range plan.

5) Work with Sound Transit and King County Metro to optimizé the

Form last revised on 7/17/06 3
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development of the light rail station at Husky Stadium for ease, speed and

convenience of bus to rail transfers for transit users.

B. Refine Project alternatives to accomplish the following:

D

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Form last revised on 7/17/06

Reduce the number of columns located in the water, particularly for the
Union Bay Bridge, to the lowest feasible number.

Minimize and/or mitigate impacts on the Arboretum and the University of
Washington.

Explore the feasibility and impact of deleting the eastbound HOV ramp
from the Pacific Street Interchange design.

In the Pacific Street Interchange design, narrow the “gaps” between the
ramps if this approach provides for advantageous environmental benefits,
is feasible from an engineering standpoint and does ndt yield negative
design implications for this interchange.

Pursue the lowest possible height for the Union Bay Bridge design, while
recognizing U.S. Coast Guard concerns.

Minimize the number of lanes on the Portage Bay Viaduct. A nine-lane
design is unacceptable.

Reduce congestion at the Montlake Bridge to improve north-south

mobility between Seattle neighborhoods.
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C. Narrow the SR 520 Corridor.
Reduce general purpose lane widths from twelve (12) feet to eleven (11) feet,
outside shoulder widths from ten (10) feet to eight (8) feet, and inside shoulder
widths from ten (10) feet to four (4) feet.

D. Reduce Noise and Visual Impacts.
1) Accept neighborhood reconnnendations and preferences for sound wall

design, height, and installation that are consistent with state policies and

procedures.
2) Pursue the use of quiet pavement to reduce noise impacts.
3) Provide, to the extent possible, that the SR 520 replacement structure does

not adversely impact views of the surrounding natural environment.
E. Protect Open Space, Environment, and the Washington Park Arboretum (“Arboretum”).

1) Provide that, at minimunﬁ, there be no net loss of publicly held (City or
State owned) parkland and/or other land used by the public as a result of
the SR 520 Project.

2) Extend lids over SR 520 at North Capitol Hill and Montlake to the
maximum lengths possible and match existing topography, 1a11dscap¢, and
vegetation.

3) Restore and/or replace all wetlands removed or destroyed as a result of
construction,

4) In coordination with the Seattle Department of Transportaﬁon (SDOT),

Form last revised on 7/17/06 5
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

Form last revised on 7/17/06

implement traffic calming and traffic-reduction strategies on Lake
Washington Boulevard through the Arboretum.

Analyze and determine potential environmental benefits to the Arboretum
of using time-of-use access to (e.g. closure/partial closure on weekends)
or tolling of the Lake Washington Boulévard Ramps and/ or Lake
Washington Boulevard through the Arboretum.

Consider fundi.ng for the Arboretum’s Master Plan as a mitigation strategy
for the Arboretum.

Enhance the planned McCurdy Park stormwater treatment pond so that it
can be used as a visual amenity and for educational use.

Create a continuous greenbelt linking the lid at Montlake to the
Arboretum.

Replace, to the extent possible, Arboretum propérties acquired for the SR
520 Project with land either contiguous to the existing Arboretum or
within the immediate vicinity of the Arboretum.

If the Museum of History and Industry building is removed, replace the
office space and other spaces lost by the Department of Parks and
Recreation and the Arboretum Foundation.

Optimize the location of an interchange to reduce environmental and
visual impacts while maintaining traffic flow.

Optimize the location of columns to accommodate recreational and
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commercial water traffic and navigation.
F. Promote Bike and Pedestrian Access.
1) * Provide adequate bike and pedestriaﬁ access to local neighborhoods
across Lake Washington along the SR 520 corridor, and to the Burke-
Gilman Trail.
2) Extend the pedestrian/bike path west along SR 520 to Montlake Boulevard if a
- bridge over Union Bay will be built to maintain a 110 foot clearance. If the
clearance of a Union Bay Bridge is lowered to 70 feet, work with SDOT to
determine whether the Union Bay Bridge or the connection to Montlake
Boulevard is the better route for a pedestrian/bike connection.

3) Coordinate with SDOT to develop a pedestrian/bike path connection from
the Madison Park area to SR520, and explore additional alternatives to the
37™ Avenue E. and 43" Avenue E. options, including alternatives that
improve bicycle and pedéstrian safety and mobility on Lake Washington
Boulevard and through the Arboretum.

G. Incorporate Design Excellence and Aesthetic Quality.
1) Implement Local Impact Committee design recommendations regarding
the proposed North Capitol Hill 1id and the area around its location.
2) Implement the Project Design Advisory Group’s “Corridor Aesthetic
Handbook” deéign guidelines.

3) Design the roadway and interchanges to integrate visually and

Form last revised on 7/17/06 7
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operationally with surface streets and sidewalks.
4) Incorporate excellence in design by adopting, at a minimum, the following

recommendations from the Seattle Design Commission:

a) Develop edge treatments and opportunities for landscape and art to

enhance and visually buffer the roadway;

b) Encourage simplicity, boldness, and elegance in the overall bridge

design and the detailing of bridge structures;

c) Consider the aesthetic impact of the visual profile from both above

and below the SR 520 structure; and

d) Encourage design innovation by recognizing that the project is a

50- to 100-year investment.
H. Address Concerns of the University of Washington.

Work with the University of Washington on a mitigation plan to address

construction impacts and to design the project to enhance the university campus.

I. Protect Access for Freight.
Provide for adequate freight turning radii and minimize grades to maximize

freight mobility.
J. Give Priority to Interagency Cooperation and Coordination

1) WSDOT, SDOT, Mefro_ Transit, and Sound Transit must work together to

Form last revised on 7/17/06 8
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design, construct and operate their projects and systems to maximize transit
connectivity. V

2) The City of Seattle strongly recommends that high priority be given to
interagency design meetings.

Section 3. The City recommends that the conversion of HOV/rapid transit lanes to
general purpose lanes be prohibited on SR 520. WSDOT should coordinate with the City,

SDOT, and with other municipal jurisdictions to develop policies that prevent future conversion.

Section 4. The City requests that WSDOT continue to work in coordination with SDOT,
other City departments, and local communities to identify, minimize and mitigate impacts of the
Project on Seattle’s neighborhoods and to develop and implement cmﬁprehensive transportation
planning for the directly impacted neighborhoods. The City is interested in the long-term
livability of our neighborhoods. The City requests WSDOT to work with SDOT to implement

measures to:
1) Reduce cut-through traffic in residential neighborhoods;

2) Improve traffic circulation, particularly in proximity to business districts

and major institutions;

3) Develop a “construction impacts plan” to minimize construction impacts

and maintain livability throughout the construction peridd;

4) Maintain landscaping associated with the Project;

Form last revised on 7/17/06 9
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5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Fund graffiti removal on soundwalls and cleaning of clear soundwalls if

utilized;
Reduce traffic through the Arboretum;

Maintain access to the University of Washington Medical Center during

construction,
Minimize removal of existing parking on residential arterials;

Avoid residential property acquisition.

- Improve transit including exploring the feasibility of reserved transit/HOV

lanes on Montlake Boulevard NE, 23" Avenue, 25" Ave NE and Sand

Point Way NE.

Section 5. The City requests that WSDOT work in coordination with Seattle and other

north end municipalities, including Bothell, Lake Forest Park, and Kenmore, to analyze the

impacts of using tolling for the SR 520 Project on traffic on State Route 522, and to assess

whether improvements will be needed to mitigate traffic impacts on State Route 522 in the

affected cities.

Section 6. A. As proposed by the Expert Review Panel convened by the Governor

pursuant to the request of the state legislature, the City recommends that 4 financial plan be

developed as rapidly as possible for the SR 520 Project that includes: 1) adequate funding to

mitigate the impacts to the local neighborhoods, the University of Washington, the Arboretum

Form last revised on 7/17/06
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and the City of Seattle; 2) funding for the costs associated with ensuring design excellence for
SR 520 as outlined in Section 2; 3) analysis of the future operation and maintenance costs
associated with possible design modifications and mitigation, such as clear sound walls or quiet
pavement; and 4) consideration of early implementation of tolls for crossing Lake Washington
along the SR 520 corridor and review and exploration of regional and “time of day’; toliing and

congestion pricing strategies as potential demand management tools for the SR 520 Project.

B. As also recommended by the Expert Review Panel, there should be no further delay in
moving forward expeditiously with the planning and design for the SR 520 Project. Successful
completion of the SR 520 Project is critical to regional mobility. Actions that do not require
waiting for the completion of the final design should be moved forward in parallel with design
and planning. Such actions could include, among others, planning for and implementing
mitigation measures to maintain traffic flow during construction and to mhﬁmize impacts on
neighborhood streets; coordinating with the planning process for Sound Transit’s North Link
Project; planning and implementing actions to improve transit operations in and accessibility to

the SR 520 corridor; and preparations for construction of new pontoons.

Section 7. The City requests that WSDOT continue to work in coordination with SDOT
and other applicable City departments to examine and implement the aforementioned
recommendations and mitigatio.ns. The City encourages WSDOT to provide timely and frequent
opportunities for citizens, neighborhood organizations, the University of Washington, the City,
and regional agencies to constructively and collaboratively participate in the design process and

in construction planning, and to continue to actively work toward reaching broad consensus on

Form last revised on 7/17/06 11
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all aspects of the SR 520 Project.

. g
Adopted by the City Council the 23 day of A:la i D , 2007, and signed by me in open

xef '
session in authentication of its adoption thisx3 _ day of , 2007.

THE MAYOR CONCURRING:

City’Clerk

(Seal)

Form last revised on 7/17/06 12
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FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS
Department: Contact Person/Phone: DOF Analyst/Phone;
| Legislative ‘ | Mike Fong/5-1675 | Na ]

Legislation Title: A RESOLUTION outlining design alternatives and mitigation measures for
the State Route 520 Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle Project necessary
to be addressed in order to identify a preferred alternative. '

"o  Summary of the Legislation:

The legislation expresses the City of Seattle’s preferred project design elements and
mitigation strategies for the Washington State Department of Transportation’s SR 520 Bridge
Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle Project. The legislation requests that various
actions be taken by WSDOT in order to refine project alternatives to better meet the Clty s
various goals for the comdor and its surrounding nelghborhoods ’ .

e Background: (Include brief descrtpz‘zon of the purpose and context of legzslatzon and
include record of previous legislation and funding history, if applicable):

WHEREAS, State Route 520 (SR 520)s a vital east-west transit corridor of regional
significance bearing commerce and commuters and connecting such traffic with
~ Interstate 405 (I-405), Interstate 5 (I-5), and other transportatlon facilities, thereby
impacting local, regional and state economies; and ‘ .

WHEREAS, SR 520 was built in 1963 and, today, s1gn1ﬁcant portions of the brldge are agmg
and seismically Vulnerable and require replacement; and , :

2 -4

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) has initiated the’
SR 520 Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Project (SR 520
Project or Project) to replace and reconstruct the bridges, their approaches, and other
parts of the transit corridor; and

WHEREAS, the goal of the SR 520 Project is to improve cross-Lake Washington travel
within ”the SR 520 corridor between Seattle and the Eastside in'a manner that is safe,

reliable, and cost-effectwe and

WHEREAS, SR 520 31gn1ﬁcant1y impacts Seattle neighborhoods by adding noise, traffic, and
air pollution to the Montlake, Roanoke Park/Portage Bay, North Capitol Hill,
* Madison Park, Eastlake, University District, Laurelhurst, and Ravenna/Bryant

BN
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neighborhoods as well as to the Washington Park Arboretum, and the SR 520 Project
can reduce those impacts if it is desighed appropriately; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Project should minithize impacts and effects on the surtounding
’ environment and, where poss1ble improve existing conditions; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 corridor contains valuable historic resources in Seattle that are hsted
in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and include the
Roanoke Park neighborhood, Mason House, Montlake neighborhood, Montlake Cut,
Montlake Bridge, Washington Park Arboretum, Lake Washington Boulevard, and the
University of Washington Canoe House; and

. WHEREAS, the vitality, health, and identity of Portage Bey, Union Bay, and the Atboretum
are of central significance to the neighborhoods near the water and to the City of
Seattle as a whole; and -

WHEREAS, SR 520's connect1v1ty w1th I-5, the Umvers1ty of Washmgton Easts1de
comrhunities, employment centers and other transportation facilities is 1mp0rtant to
both Seattle and Eastside and other regional residents and businesses; and

WHEREAS, congestion near the intersection of I-5 and SR 520 creates a severe: 1mped1ment .

to local and reglonal mob111ty, and

“WHEREAS, the Council outlined its guldlng principles for choosmg a preferred alterna’uve
-in Resolution 30777, and , , ~

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle convened an SR 520 Stakeholders Advisory Committee to
evaluate the impacts of the SR 520 Project on local nelghborhoods and make
recommendations for i 1mprov1ng the PrOJect ~

e Please check one of thefollowing:

X - This legislation does not have an.v,financial implications. (Siop here and delete the

remainder of this document prior to saving and printing.)
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RESOLUTION 3()‘% / (7)

A RESOLUTION outlining design alternatives and mitigation measures for the State Rou /t 520 ,

Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle Project necessary to be addreséed in
order to identify a preferred alternative.

WHEREAS, State Route 520 (SR 520)is a vital east-west transit corridor of reg}onal
significance bearing commerce and commuters and connecting such trgfﬁc with Interstate
405 (1-405), Interstate 5 (I-5), and other transportation facilities, ther by impacting local,
regional, and state economies; and / \

WHEREAS, SR 520 was built in 1963 and, today, significant portion /o/f the bridge are aging |

and seismically vulnerable, and require replacement; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of Transportatldn (WSDOT) has 1mt1ated the SR
‘520 Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Veh1clé/ (HOV) Project (SR 520 Project or
Project) to replace and reconstruct the bridges, thelr/approaches and other parts of the -
transit corridor; and :

WHEREAS, the goal of the SR 520 Proj ect is to imp;@/e cross-Lake Washington travel within
the SR 520 corridor between Seattle and the Fastside in a manner that is safe, reliable,

and cost- effectlve and /

WHEREAS, SR 520 significantly impacts Seattl/e neighborhoods by adding noise, traffic, and air
pollution to the Montlake, Roanoke Park/Portage Bay, North Capitol Hill, Madison Park,
Eastlake, University District, Laurelhurst and Ravenna/Bryant neighborhoods as well as
to the Washington Park Arboretur;t and the SR 520 Project can reduce thosg impacts if it
is designed appropriately; and :

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Project shou}/ inimize impacts and effects on the surrounding
environment and where pos7slble improve existing conditions; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 corridor céntams valuable historic resources in Seattle that are listed in
or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and include the Roanoke
Park neighborhood, Mason House, Montlake neighborhood, Montlake Cut, Montlake
Bridge, Washington /ark Arboretum, Lake Washington Boulevard, and the Un1vers1ty of
Washington Canoe I}ouse and

WHEREAS, the vitality, health and identity of Portage Bay, Union Bay, and the Arboreturn are
of central significance to the nelghborhoods near the water and to the Clty of Seattle as a
whole; and f :

Form last revised on 7/17/06 1
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WHEREAS, SR 520's connectivity with I-5, the University of Washington, Eastside ‘
communities, employment centers and other transportation facilities is important to both
Seattle, Eastside and other regional residents and businesses; and v

//
WHEREAS, congestion near the intersection of I-5 and SR 520 creates a severe 1mped1ment to

local and regional mobility; and - //
/

WHEREAS, the Council outlined its guiding principles. for choosing a preferred«alternatlve in
Resolution 30777; and ‘

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle convened an SR 520 Stakeholders Adviso;}/; Committee to
evaluate the impacts of the SR 520 Project on local ne1ghborhooﬂs and make

recommendations for improving the Project; and Vs
f!

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle desires to communicate to WSDOI, the SR 520 Executive
Committee, Sound Transit, and the Federal Highway Adrﬁ’rmstranon its recommended
preferred project design elements, mitigation strategies,/and outcomes, and its goals for .
improving safety and reliability, increasing mobility f for people and goods, and enhancing
the livability, health and envitronment of Seattle’s nelghborhoods

”4‘
/

;
K

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE THE
MAYOR CONCURRING THAT: w /

"/’J’;
Section 1. The xpreferred alternative yﬁfc‘})r the SR 520 Project should include and address
the design elements and mitigation measpres incorporated in this resolution. Transit operations
/ |

and transit connectivity should have ptiority in the design, construction and operation of the SR

520 Project and all feasible steps sﬂould be taken to ensure that priority.
Sectron 2. The City also/recommends the following proj ect design elements mltrgatlon

strategies, and results to WSDOT

A. Desrgn forTrans1t Connectivity and Reliability.

1) Dﬁesign, construct, and operate the SR 520 Project to provide that bus

/service on SR 520 directly connects to and a bus stop is located in close
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proximity to the planned Light Rail Station at Husky Stadium. o
. . J

2) Give priority to design elements that enhance transit. This inq}tfées
designing the corridor with Bus Rapid Transit elements su/ch as safe,
attractive, aesthetically pleasing bus stops and sheltgréx with real-time bus

,z/'

information for riders.

7
,/‘

g

3) Work with King County Metro to increasngfansit availability and to

.’/

develop routes that maximize cross-lake connectivity.

4) Coordinate the design of the SR §éOProj ect with the Sound Transit light
‘rail station at Husky Stadium. fo be consistent with the Sound Transit long

range plan. -

5) Work with Sound Tré{hsit and King County Metro to optimize the
development of jcﬁe light rail station at Husky Stadium for ease, speed and

convenience of bus to rail transfers for transit users.

B. Refine Project qlférnatives to accomplish the following:

1) Reduce thé number of columns located in the Wafer, particularly for the
Uilion Bay Bridge, to tﬁe lowest feasible number.-

2) Miﬁimize and/or mitigate impacts on the Arboretum and the Univérsity of
Washington. " -

3) ]éxplore the feasibility' and impact of deleting the eastbound HOV ramp

from the Pacific Street Interchange design.

Form last revised on 7/17/06 3
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4) In the Pacific Street Interchange design, narrow the “gaps” between the
ramps if this approach provides for advantageous\environ;né;hltal benefits,
is feasible from an engineering standpoint and does pdt yield'negative
design implicaﬁons for this interchange.

- 5) Pursue the lowest possible height for the Uﬁion Bay Bridge design, while
recognizing U.S. Coast Guard concerms.

6) Minimize the number of lanes Qn%fhe Portage Bay Viaduct. A nine-lane
design is unacceptable.

7). Reduce congestion at the Montlake Bridge to improve north-south
mobility between ‘,Séattle neighborhoods.

C. Narrow the SR 520 Coridor.

‘Reduce general pu’fi)ose lane

widths from twelve (12) feet to eleven (11) feet,

)

outside shoulc}éf widths from ten (10) feet to eight (8) feet, and inside shoulder

widths frqn‘i:“‘ten (10) feet to four (4) feet.

D Reduce“Noise and Visual Impabts.

1 ) ’1 §

,‘2)

3)

Form last revised on 7/17/06

Accept neighborhood recommendations-and preferences for sound wallh
design, height, and installation that are consistent with state policies and
procedures.

’Pursue the use of quiet pavement to reduce noise impacts. -

Provide, to the extent possible, that the SR 520 replacement struicture does.

not adversely impact views of the surrounding natural environment.
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E. Protect Open Space, Environment, and the Washington Park Arboretum /

(“Arboretum™). o

1) Proyidé that, at minimuﬁ, there be no net loss of publicly,fﬁéigl (City or
State owned) parkland and/or other land used by.t}j.e"jg;blic as a result of |
the SR 520 Project,

- 2) Extend lids over SR 520 at North Ce{xpitdﬁ—lﬂl and Montlake to the
maximum lengths possible and“ma{{c;h existing tlopography, landscape, and
vegetation. ” | |

- 3) Restore and/or replage’éii wetlands removed or destrc;yea és a result of
construction. : .

ﬁ 4) In coordingti’&;;l With the Seattle Departmeht of Transportation (SDOT),
| implemé;t traffic caﬂning and/or traffic-reduction strategies on Lakev
Wa'é};ingtoﬁ Boulevard through the Arboretum.

5 . ‘;‘xnalyze and determine potential em)ironmental benefits to the Arboretum
of using‘tirﬁe-of-use access to (e.g. clos:}lrg/partial clésure on weekends)
or tolling of th¢ Lake Washington Boulevard Rarhps and/or Lake
Washingtbn Bouievard through the Arboretum. |

/ 6) ."Consider funding for the A;boretum’s Master Plan as a mitigatio_ﬁ strategy
/,""'/ for fhe Arboretum. -
‘/"/. 7 Enhémce thg: pianned McCufdy Park stormwa'tef tfeatment pond so that it

Form last revised on 7/17/06

can be used as a visual amenity and for educational use.
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-8) Create a continuous greenbelt linking the lid at Montlake to the ‘ Ei
Arboretum. |
9) Replgce, to the extent poésible, Arboretum properties ac’quired, Afo’r the SR
520 Project with land either contigubus to the existitilg’i&rkboretumb or
within the immediate vicinity of the Arboretum. |
10)  If the Museum of Histbryand Indﬁst’ry bl;ilﬂing is removed, replace the
:oyfﬁce space and other épaces 'iost'by the Department of Parks and
Recreaﬁon and the Arboretumﬁ,FSupdation. \
11)  If Fire Station 22 is remoyeﬁ‘for the Project, Work with the City to identify
a workable vreplacemc’;nty ll{sit'e. |
12) thimize the loq:gti;n of an interchange to reduce environmentall and
vis__ual impacjté‘?\;fhile rﬁaintainiﬁg traffic flow.
13) Optimizg tﬁe location (}f: columns to accommodate reére.ational and
' commércial water traffic and navigation.
F. Promote ABilv;e and Pedestrian Access. ,
o Provide adequate bike and pedestrian aceess to local neighbothoods and
| across Lake Washington along the SR 520 corrido;.
. Extend the pedestrian/bike pafh we:st along SR 520 to Montlake Bqulevard

if a bridge over Union Bay will be built fo maintain a 110 foot clearance. If
the clearance of a Union Bay Bridge is lowered to 70 feet, work with
SDOT to determine whether the Union Bay Bridge or the connection to

Montlake Boulevard is the better route for a pedestrian/bike connection.

6
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3) Coordinate with SDOT to develop a pedestrian/bike path connection from
the Madison Park area to SR520, and explore additibnal alternati:\:‘{es" to the
37" Avenue E. and 43" Avenue E. options, including éltematiV;s that
improve bicycle and pedestrian safety énd mobility on L"étké Washington .
Boulevard and through the Arboretﬁm. |
G. Incorporate Design Exéellence and Aesthgtié Quality:"ﬂ
1) Implement Local Impact Committee desigﬁ recommendations regarding
. the proposed North Capitol Hill Iid/a'ﬁ/c’l t.h/ev afea around its locatipn.
2) Implement the Project Design Ad;}iséry Group’s “Corridor Aesthetic
Handbook” design \guideligeg’.‘
3) Design the roadway and"f;xterchanges to integraté visually and
operationally with §g;face streets and sidewalks.
'4)  Incorporate exge’ﬂence in design by adopting, ata nﬁnimum, the following |

Form last revised"J on 7/17/06

re.commencliatjions from the Seattle Design Commission:

a) 4D‘:3velop edge treatments aﬁd o'pportunitiés for landscape and art to
enhance and visually buffer the ‘roadlway;'

b) Encourage'sirﬁplicity, boldness, and elegance in the overall bridge
de_sigh and the detailing of bridge structures;

c) Consider the aesthetic impacf of the visual profile from

| both above and below the SR 520 structure; and
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d) Encourage design innovation by recognizing that the project is a
50- to 100-year investment.
H. Addrcs:"s Concetns of the University of Washington.
Work with the University of Washington on a mitigation plan tg4ddress
construction impacts and to design the project to enhance ﬁie university campus.
_ | , //
L. Protect Access for Freight. /
Provide for adequate freight turning radii and ny imize grades to maximize
freight mobility. - | /
R . | . ’ . // |
J. Give Priofity to Interagency Coopereﬁ@i{ and Coordination

D WSDOT, SDOT, Metro Transit, and Sound Transit must work together to

},’

§ .

L. S . . ‘ ‘ . .
design, construct an?}’opprate. their projects and systems to maximize
transit connectivity.

- / ' |
2) The City o/t; Seattle strongly recommends that high priority.be given to

s ]
K

A

Sy |
interagg,ﬁcy design meetings. -
. /"

4

Section 3. The Clty recommends that the conversion of HOV/rapid transit lanes to

general purpose lanes be prohibited on SR 520. WSDOT should coordinate with the City,

SDOT, and with othér mynicipal jurisdictions to develop policies that prevent future conversion.

/
Section 4./ The City requests that WSDOT continue to work in coordination with SDOT,

other City deparfments, and local communities to identify, minimize and mitigate impacts of the

P

Form last revised on 7/17/06 ’ 8
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e

Project on Seattle’s neighborhoods and to develop and implement comprehensive transportg,ti{)n

planning for the directly impacted neighborhoods. The City is interested in the long-te'rp{{
. s

7

livability of our neighborhoods. The City requests WSDOT to work with SDOT tgcvi?ﬁplement

A
«:’/

measures to:

1) Reduce cut-through traffic in residential neighbq;ﬁéodé;

. ! ;’“/;;f !
2) Improve traffic circulation, particularly in proximity to business districts

and major institutions;

Ky

3 Develop a “construction impacts plan” to minimize construction impacts
p ®

and maintain livability through%ut the construction period; -

4) Maintain landscaping assdéiated with the Project;
5) Funti grafﬁti,removql”bn soundwalls and cleaning of clear soundwalls if
utilized;

H"

6)  Minimize tr@fﬁc through the Arboretum;

7

7)  Maintain/ccess to the University of Washington Medical Center during
construction; ‘
/.’(')
/’{) ! . . .
8) Minimize removal of existing parking on residential arterials;

7
/

9 //Avoid residential property acquisition.
'// . . .

Section 5. /Tfhe City requests that WSDOT work in coordination with Seattle and other -
nqrth end municiﬁalities, including Bothell, Lake Forest Park, and Kenmore, to analyze the

N

Form last revised oni 7/17/06 A 9
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/

impacts of using tolling for the SR 520 Project on traffic on State Route 522, and to assess

whéther improvements will be needed to mitigate traffic impacts on State Route 52;4h the

/

affected cities. ' . ‘ : .

L

r

Section 6. A. As f)ropbsed by the Expert Review Panel goﬁvenqd by the

Governor pursuant to the request of the state legislature, the City rg}gé&nmends that a financial

plan be developed as rapidly as possible for the SR 520 Project/tﬁat includes: 1) adequate

/

!

funding to miti‘gaté the impacts to the local neighborhoods,/tﬁ@ University of Washington, the
Arboretum and the City of Seattle; 2) funding for the cg,s‘fs associated with ensuring design
excellence for SR 520 as outlined in Section 2; 3) ana/lysis of the future operation and

N : Vo ) ) Ff , , . . . .
maintenance costs associated with possible demg}n modifications and mitigation, such as clear

y2 B

sound walls or quiet pavement; and 4) considqfétion of early implementation of tolls for crossing

Lake Washington along the SR 520 corridbgfémd review and exploration of regional and “time of

day” tolling and congestion pricing stratc;éies as potential demand management tools for the SR

520 Project. -

B. As als(;.recommended by the Expert Review Panel, there should be

no further delay in moving forWag& expeditiously with the planning and design for the SR 520
Project. Successful completion of the SR 520 Project is critical to regional mobilify. Actions that

do not require waiting for the completion of the final design should be moved forward in ‘paral'lel

with design and planning. Such actions could include, among others, planning for and
{ o . ’

implementing mitigation measures to maintain traffic flow during construction and to minimize -

impacts on neighborhood streets; coordinating with the planning process for Sound Transit’s

\

Form last revised on 7/17/06 10




—t

[yl [\l [\ [\ ot e —_ —_— r—d- F—t e ,_ »-‘i
w [\ P o \O ] ~ (@)Y w oY (VST b p—t o

NN D
® N & O

(]
Y

Michael Fong/MF/Phyllis Shulman/PS

SR 520 Design and Mitigation Measures Final .
4/3/07 :

Version #2

North Link Project; planning and implementing actions to improve transit operations in and”

accessibility to the SR 520 corridor; and preparations for construction of new pontoon;s‘.'f

Section 7. The City requests fﬁat WSDOT continue to work in codrdinaf;iéh with SDOT
and other applicable City departments to examine and implement the aforen}éi;tioned
recommendations and mitigations. The City encourages WSDOT to prov1de ’;irnely and frequent
opportunities for citizens, neighborhood organi\zaﬁons, the Universit}:,/’c/;f Washington, the City, -

and regional agencies to constructively and collaboratively paﬂicipéte in the desigri process and
‘ _ v pated

in construction planning, and to continue to actively work towa}d reaching broad consensus on
‘ /

all aspects of the SR 520 Project. . \ j,/\f

- ' R : . !/ .
Adopted by the.City Council the day of __. /, 2007, and signed by me in open
session in authentication of its adoption this. . dgﬁ; of: , 2007.

/

7

Prgéident _of the City Council
THE MAYOR CONCURRING: S
Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor ‘/

Form last revised on 7/17/06 11
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Filed by me this ___day of __ , 2007.

City Clerk
(Seal)
\“"
A}
/’ *o
/f:‘
/
/
/
r/v ! ‘
) .
Form last revised on 7/17/06 - ' C 12
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rEsoLuTioN 20974

A RESOLUTION outlining design alternatives and mitigation measures forthe State Route 520
Bridge Replacement and High Occupancy Vehicle Project necessafy to be addressed in
order to identify a preferred alternative.

WHEREAS, State Route 520 (SR 520) is a vital east-west transit (/:,@rridor of regional
significance bearing commerce and commuters and connecting such traffic with Interstate
405 (I-405), Interstate 5 (I-5), and other transportation ﬁa’éilities, thereby impacting local,
regional, and state economies; and /r’l '

WHEREAS, SR 520 was built in 1963 and, today, signiﬁeﬁnt portions of the bridge are aging,
seismically vulnerable, subject to catastrophic sté?m events, and require replacement; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Department of [;f/fgnspoﬂation (WSDOT) has initiated the SR
520 Bridge Replacement and High Occupaficy Vehicle (HOV) Project (SR 520 Project or
Project) to replace and reconstruct the bridges, their approaches, and other parts of the
corridor; and //}

WHEREAS, the goal of the SR 520 Project is to improve cross-Lake Washington travel within
the SR 520 corridor between Seattl¢ and the Eastside in a manner that is safe, reliable,

and cost-effective; and

WHEREAS, SR 520 significantly imp;r’f:ts Seattle neighborhoods by adding noise, traffic, and air
pollution to the Montlake, Roanoke Park/Portage Bay, North Capitol Hill, Madison Park,
Eastlake, University District,/Laurelhurst, and Ravenna/Bryant neighborhoods as well as
to the Washington Park Arboretum, and the SR 520 Project can reduce those impacts if it

is designed appropriately; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Proj ect/should minimize impacts and effects on the surrounding
environment and, wher;e/'possible, improve existing conditions; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 Proj,,éct should develop a carbon footprint analysis for project
alternatives and take steps to reduce carbon emissions in the corridor, consistent with the
City of Seattle’s commitment to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and address the threat

of global climate change; and

WHEREAS, the SR 520 corridor contains valuable historic resources in Seattle that are listed in
or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places and include the Roanoke

Form last revised on 7/17/06 1
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Park neighborhood, Mason House, Montlake neighborhood, Montlake Cut, Montlake
Bridge, Washington Park Arboretum, Lake Washington Boulevard, and the University of

Washington Canoe House; and /
WHEREAS, the vitality, health, and identity of Portage Bay, Union Bay, and the Arbor. /e um are

of central significance to the ne1ghborhoods near the water and to the City of Seattle as a

whole; and

WHEREAS, SR 520's connectivity with I-5, the University of Washington, Eastslde
communities, employment centers and other transportation facilities is }rnportant to both
Seattle, Eastside and other regional residents and businesses; and f

S
WHEREAS, congestion near the intersection of I-5 and SR 520 creates a Severe impediment to
local and regional mobility; and ‘ ,

WHEREAS, the Council outlined its guiding principles for choosmg a preferred alternative in
Resolution 30777, and ;

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle convened an SR 520 Stakeholders Advrsory Committee to
evaluate the impacts of the SR 520 Project on local nelghborhoods and make
recommendations for improving the Project; and /

iy
7

WHEREAS, this resolution outlines a range of priorities and recommendations regarding
mitigation and design and does not endorse a spe01ﬁc plan or alternative; and

WHEREAS, the Washington State Legislature in ES SB 6099, has determined that the
replacement for SR 520 will provide six tota}’ lanes, with four general purpose lanes and
two lanes that are for transit and high-occupancy vehicles; and

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle welcomes the opportunity to arrive at an optimum replacement
strategy for SR 520 through state- sponsored mediation with key stakeholders as approved
by the 2007 State Legislature and the Governor and

WHEREAS, the City of Seattle desires to commumcate to WSDOT, the SR 520 Executive
Commiittee, Sound Transit, and the/Federal Highway Administration its recommended
preferred project design elements,/mitigation strategies, and outcomes, and its goals for
improving safety and reliability, irrcreasing mobility for people and goods, and enhancing
the livability, health and enviror}/ment of Seattle’s neighborhoods; NOW, THEREFORE,

{
/
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SEATTLE THE
MAYOR CONCURRING, THAT’

Form last revised on 7/17/06 o ’ 2
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Section 1. The preferred alternative for the SR 520 Project should include and adflrf/
the design elements and mitigation measures incorporated in this resolution. Transiiy\v tions
n of the SR

and transit connectivity should have priority in the design, construction and operatj

520 Project, and all feasible steps should be taken to ensure that priority.

Section 2. The City also recommends the following project design’elements, mitigation
strategies, and results to WSDOT. . y
/
/
A. Design for Transit Connectivity and Reliability. /
1) Design, construct, and operate the SR/20 Project to provide that bus

service on SR 520 directly conne/ot/s' to and a bus stop is located in close

proximity to the planned nghtf Ra11 Station at Husky Stadium.

ﬁ};

2) Give priority to design elei%ents that enhance transit. This includes
designing the corridor NVlth Bus Rapid Transit elements such as safe,
/

attractive, aesthetlcally pleasing bus stops and shelters with real-time bus

information for piders.
/

3) Work with ng County Metro to increase transit availability and to

/ - .
- develop rqutes that maximize cross-lake connectivity.

4 Coordmate the design of the SR 520 Project with the Sound Transit light

rail statlon at Husky Stadium to be consistent with the Sound Transit long

rang’é plan,

5) Wbrk with Sound Transit and King County Metro to optimize the

Form last revised on 7/17/06 3
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development of the light rail station at Husky Stadium for ease, fsﬁged and

Vs
convenience of bus to rail transfers for transit users. f,;
. S
B. Refine Project alternatives to accomplish the following: %x’
1) Reduce the number of columns located in thggé\f?i‘)ater, particularly for the

Union Bay Bridge, to the lowest feasiblg,;»ﬁ{amber.

2) Minimize and/or mitigate impacts Qn:fhe Arboretum and the University of

&
¥

- Washington.
3) Explore the feasibility and _;inipact of deleting the eastbound HOV ramp

from the Pacific Street Interchange design.
S ,
4) In the Pacific Streqt“interchange design, narrow the “gaps” between the

4 , . '
ramps if this agp’roach provides for advantageous environmental benefits,

is feasible fgc’;ﬁl an engineering standpoint and does not yield negative

/
design imi)lications for this interchange.

5) Pursqg/fhe lowest possible height for the Union Bay Bridge design, while

I
£

recognizing U.S. Coast Guard concerns.

6) Minimize the number of lanes on the Portage Bay Viaduct. A nine-lane

£
i

/ design is unacceptable.

/
./

7) / Reduce congestion at the Montlake Bridge to improve north-south
/ ‘
~ mobility between Seattle neighborhoods.

Form last revised on 7/17/06 4
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C. Narrow the SR 520 Corridor. /
Reduce general purpose lane widths from twelvev(12‘) feet to eleven (11) ;eei
outside shoulder widths from ten (10) feet to eight (8) feet, and insic/17é/f;eulder
widths from ten (10) feet to four (4) feet. | p /
D. Reduce Noise and Visual Impacts. : , /r"f
1) Accept neighborhood recommendations and preferéflces for sound wall .

design, height, and installation that are consisreﬂt with state policies and

/
procedures. /

i
7
F

2) Pursue the use of quiet pavement to red}iée noise impacts.
3) Provide, to the extent possible, that the SR 520 replacement structure does
not adversely impact views of theﬁ;,éirrrounding natural environment.
_ /
E. Pretect Open Space, Environment, and the W?éhington Park Arboretum (“Arboretum”).

1) Provide that, at minimum, there be no net loss of publicly held (City or

State owned) parkland an@/er other land used by the public as a result of

./

the SR 520 Project. [

2) Extend lids over SR 520 at North Capitol Hill and Montlake to the
maximum lengths pe’ésible and match existing topography, landscape, and
vegetation. |

3) Restore and/or repiace all wetlands removed or destroyed as a result of
construction.

4) In coordination with the Seattle Department of Transportation (SDOT),

Form last revised on 7/17/06 5
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implement traffic calming and traffic-reduction strategies on)_,EZike

Washington Boulevard through the Arboretum.

5) Analyze and determine potential environmental ben@ﬁ%s to the Arboretum
of using time-of-use access to (e.g. closure/parti{algclosure on weekends)
&
or tolling of the Lake Washington Boulevagd"*”Ramps and/or Lake

Washington Boulevard through the Arbpfétum.

Vi

6) Consider funding for the Arboretum’ s Master Plan as a mitigation strategy
for the Arboretum.

7 Enhance the planned McCurﬁdji Park stormwater treatment pond so that it

can be used as a visual ar/n’enity and for educational use.

8) Create a continuous ggéénbelt linking the lid at Montlake to the

/

e

Arboretum. ’ /

7

9 Replace, to the /égitent possible, Arboretum properties acquired for the SR

520 Project yv1th land either contiguous to the existing Arboretum or
/
within th&gmmediate vicinity of the Arboretum.

£

10) Ifthe M/useum of History and Industry building is removed, replace the

/
ofﬁgé space and other spaces lost by the Department of Parks and

Rcéreation and the Arboretum Foundation.

1D /éptimize the location of an interchange to reduce environmental and

i

/ visual impacts while maintaining traffic flow.
/

i
¢

12) /  Optimize the location of columns to accommodate recreational and

Form last revised on 7/1 7/06 6
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1\

commercial water traffic and navigation.
F. Promote Bike and Pedestrian Access.

1) Provide adequate bike and pedestrian access to Iocglheighborhoods
across Lake Washington along the SR 520 cq}fria;r, and to the Burke-
Gilman Trail. |

2) Extend the pedestrian/bike path west éihmg SR 520 to Montlake Boulevard
if a bridge over Union Bay will be”built to maintain a 110 foot clearance. If
the clearance of a Union Bay i3r1dge is lowered to 70 feet, work with
SDOT to determme whether the Union Bay Bridge or the connection to '
Montlake Boulevard is the better route for a pedestrian/bike connection.

3) Coordinate w1th SDOT to develop a pedestrl'c}n/blke path connection from
the Madiﬁp’i;‘rvPark area to SR520, and explore additional alternatives to the

37h Ayenue E. and 43" Avenue E. dptions, includingy alternatives that

7
/

ililp‘é‘OVC bicycle and pedestrian safety and mobihty on Lake Washington
/ﬁoulevard and through the Arboretum.
G. Incorporate f)emgn Excellence and Aesthetic Quality.
l) Implement Local Impact Committee design recommendations regarding
| the proposed North Capitol Hill lid and the area around its location.
2) Implement the Project Design Advisory Group’s “Corridor Aesthetic

Handbook” design guidelines.

3) Design the roadway and interchanges to integrate visually and

Form last revised on 7/17/06 7
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operationally with surface streets and sidewalks.
4) Incorporate excellence in design by adopting, at a minimum, the following

recommendations from the Seattle Design Commission:

a) Develop edge treatments and opportunities fof landscape and art to

enhance and visually buffer the roadwayiw

b) Encourage simplicity, boldness, and elegance in the overall bridge

design and the detailing of bridge structures;

c¢) Consider the aesthetic im}ﬁact of the visual profile from both above

and below the SR 520 structure; and

d) Encourage des‘ig‘r:l innovation by recognizing that the project is a

50- to IOO-yéélr investment.
H. Address Concerns of the Uni\@eféity of Washington.

Work with the Uni\iérsity of Washington on a mitigation plan to address

construction impacts and to design the project to enhance the university campus.

I Protect Access for Fréight.
Provide for adequate freight turning radii and minimize grades to maximize
freight mobility.

J. Give Priority:"/to Interagency Cooperation and Coordination

1) WSDOT, SDOT, Metro Transit, and Sound Transit must work together to
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design, construct and operate their projects and systems to rnax1m1ze transit
connectivity.

2) ‘ The City of Seattle strongly recommen‘ds!}héi{/l;igh priority ’be given to
interagency design meetings.

Section 3. The City recommends that the conygfgion of HOV/rapid transit lanes to
general purpose lanes be prohibited on SR 520. WSDOT should coordinate with the City,

SDOT, and with other municipal jurisdictions_;ts develop policies that prevent future conversion.

Section 4. The City requests that!_W/SDOT continue to work in coordination with SDOT,
other City departments, and local con}p{;nities to identify, minimize and mitigate impacts of the
Project on Seattle’s neighborhoodgy{,é{;d to develop and implement comprehensive transportation
planning for the directly irnpact/eé/neighborhqods. The City is interested in the long-term
livability of our neighborhoo/dé. The City requests WSDOT to work with SDOT to implemént

§
£
§

measures to: //
1) ];{éduce cut-through traffic in residential neighborhoods;
/

2) Improve traffic circulation, particularly in proximity to business districts

/ and major institutions;

3) Develop a “construction impacts plan” to minimize construction impacts

~ and maintain livability throughout the construction period;

4) Maintain landscaping associated with the Project;

Form last revised on 7/17/06 9
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5)  Fund graffiti removal on soundwalls and cleaning of clear soundwalls if
utilized,;

6) Reduce traffic through the Arboretum;

7 Maintain access to the University of Washington Méaical Center during
construction,

8) Minimize rerhdval of existing parking on xeSidential arterials;

9 Avoid residential property acquisition.

10)  Improve transit including exploring the feasibility of reserved transit/HOV

lanes on Montlake Boulevard NE, 23" Avenue, 25" Ave NE and Sand

Point Way NE.

Section 5. The City requests that WS/DOT work in coordination with Seattle and other
north end municipalities, including ‘Bot}}é/ll, Lake Forest Park, and Kenmore, to analyze the
/
impacts of using tolling for the SR 520 Project on traffic on State Route 522, and to assess

whether improvements will be nejc,éed to mitigate traffic impacts on State Route 522 in the

/
i

affected cities. y

Section 6. A. As pr/o’i)osed by the Expert Review Panel convened by the Governor

/

pursuant to the request off’{he state legislature, the City recommends that a financial plan be
/!

/
developed as rapidly a/s’possible-for the SR 520 Project that includes: 1) adequate funding to

mitigate the impacts /t"o the local neighborhoods, the University of Washington, the Arboretum
/

)
/

Form last revised on 7/ 17/06 10
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and the City of Seattle; 2) funding for the costs associated with ensuring design excg}l%ce for

SR 520 as outlined in Section 2; 3) analysis of the future operation and main rance costs

associated with possible design modifications and mitigation, such as clqgfﬁéound walls or quiet

pavement; and 4) consideration of early implementation of tolls for pfassing Lake Washington

along the SR 520 corridor and review and exploration of regior;,a‘fand “time of day” tolling and
_ - /

congestion pricing strategies as potential demand managerry;e'ht tools for the SR 520 Project.
y.

s

B. As also recommended by the Expert Reviewf’"?anel, there should be no further delay in
. i

rs

moving forward expeditiously with the planning e}né design for the SR 520 Project. Successful
completion of the SR 520 Project is criticai to/’frééional mobility. Actions that do not require
wéiting for the completion of.the final des%_gx/{ishould be ﬁoved forwafd in parallel with design
and planning. Such actions could inclu(&iéj among others, planning for and implementing

¢
Ja

mitigation measures to maintain traffic flow during construction and to minimize impacts on
/ .

£

neighborhood streets; coordinating’il with the planning process for Sound Transit’s North Link
/
Project; planning and impleme/riting actions to improve transit operations in and accessibility to

the SR 520 corridor; and prj,,ﬁarations for construction of new pontoons.

Section 7. The ley requests that WSDOT continue to work in coordination with SDOT
and other applicable Cit}’{ departments to examine and implement the aforementioned
recommendations and j/mitigations. The City encourages WSDOT to provide timely and frequent

!
opportunities for. citiﬁz%ns, neighborhood organizations, the Univeréity of Washington, the City,

and regional agencies to constructively and collaboratively participate in the design process and

in construction planning, and to continue to actively work toward reaching broad consensus on
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all aspects of the SR 520 Project. |

y.
Adopted by the City Council the - day of , 2007, and signed by me in,épen

session in authentication of its adoption this day of , 2007. g,

I
ra
/
£

a

£

President 9f the City Council

THE MAYOR CONCURRING: /

Gregory J. Nickels, Mayor /

Filed by me this day of j ,2007.

/ City Clerk

(Seal) /
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The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed.
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The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the sum of § 41.85, which amount
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